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President Nixon's phased and orderly

military withdrawal from Viet Nam
could turn into a humiliating and dis-
orderly pullout if Senate-House con-
ferces go along with the Scnate-passed
- Mansfield withdrawal amendment to the

draﬂ bill.

That's the hard-nosed interpretuation
that several conferces are giving to @
private warning delivered to them by
Defense Secrctary Melvin Laird in @
* Jast-hour -effort to try to shelve or dras-
ticly change the Mansfield proposal,

Approved by the Senate, 57 to 42,
but rejected by the House, 219 to 176,
the Mansiicld amendment calls for a
total U.S. military pullout from Viet
Nam within nine months of final enact-
“ment of the draft bill, provided 1hL pris-
oner of war issue is settled.

In discussing the Mansf field amend-
ment with several of the conferees, Sec-
retary Laird frankly rupom,d that an
orderly withdrawal of the remaining
244,000 American troops from
Nam would take at least 12 months,

_The legislutors were told that the
President is procecding with a with-

drawal rate that is as rapid as the logis-

tics of the situalion will allow. To one
conferce, Scoretary Laird put it this
way: ,

“Should “the Presi dent decide
this very day to withdraw all forces
from Viet Nam, it weuld take him
12 momths to get the job done. And
this would be true even if the De-
fense Department used cvery sea
and air transport available to it.”

“ A faster
‘stressed,
naval transport ships and planes from
the explosive” Middle East and Europe
and to employ American civilian flag
shlps of all sizes.

“If we are forced to wiihdruw all
American forces in nine months,
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would have to leave a lot of good equip-

*stated Laird,

Secretary  Laird's belated  warning .
comes at a time that congressional sip-
porters of Mansficld's  withdraw al

so sure of victory that
are pupdrmﬂ to shift the
Viet Nam battle in Congress to another
fevel.

Headed by Scnate Majority Leader
Mike Maunsfield (D, -\Iont) the author.
of the withdraw 4l amendment, the anti-
WA group now pllms to seck a cutefl or
limit the amount of militdry aid that the
U.S5. can pxovxdp South V.«t Nam to
defend that mmon

This switch in ‘;lmlu’y is indicated in
the private statements of  Mansficld,
who scems to have lost all interest in
blocking a Communist takeover of Indo-
china after his close friend, Prince Noro-
dom Sihanouk ofCam\)oom waus ousted
as head of state, Sthanouk is now lmn
in Peking.

ment behind,

Sen, M anaiield, who also servesas
c.mmmn of the Foreign Relations
Far Fast subcommittee, is privately
letting other scnators lknow that he
is against the U.S. supporting a sus-
tained military effort b) Sumi Viet
Nain after we pull cut,

While Mansfield is dr'rcublc to the
turning over of U.S. milit lry cqmpment
in South Viet Nam to the Saigon gov-

ernment, he is"opposed to gmng__thun

any additional military help.

[t is Mansfield"s position that the U.S.
has a moral obligation to help on recon-
struction and rehabilitation, but that is
predicated on an end of the conflict and
would not apply to its continuance
-through Vietnamization of the war effort.

If the Mansfield position is adopted by
Congress, it would thwart President
Nixon's hope, 1 through Viunnmimtion
of guaranteeing South Viet Nam a “rea-
sonable chance™ of survival against
Soviet-Chinese Commumst-suppmu,d
North Victnamese aggression,

The anti-Communist

_ Saigon govern-
ment estimittes that a total of $2.5 bil-
lion in military and economic aid will be
needed yearly for at least three years to
support the million-man army needed 10

defend that country afl

troops are withdrawn,

er American

American intelligence officials report
that there has been no let-up in Soviet

“and Chinese Communist help for North

Viet Nam. In recent months Russia has
aclually stepped up its military deliver-
ies, while Hanoi has increased its prep-
arations for new large-scale military
operations this fall.
Y

Any congressional revicw | of what

went wrong in Viet Nam should cure-

fully consider a memorandum from CIA \,/

Director John McCone to Sceretary of
State Dean Rusk, Secretary of Defense
Robert: McNamara., and Prgsxicmm\
Assistant McGeorge Bundy.

Dated April 2, 19635, the-doctument
foretold of ineflective results that would
come from the ddontlon of a “gradual
military response™ po!u_v in Viet Nam
which guidcd the Kennedy and Johnson
Administrations’  military  operations
there.

In discussions on changing the
mission of American troops fron
“oone of advice and static dcfensc to
active combat in Viet Nam, McCone
-took the position that the enemy’s

hase in Norta Viet Nam had to be
destroyed for the new strategy to
work. T ;

Now part of the so-called **McNa-
mara study™ of the Viet Nam war, the
McCone memorandum in part states:

*I feel that the decision is correct
only if our air strikes against the. North
are sufliciently heavy and damaging
really to hurt the North Vietnamese. The
paper we ‘examined ycstcxddy does not

anticipate the type of air operations

against the North necessary to force the

North Vietnamese to X'Ldp")ﬂ‘l\, their
policy. ... Itis my personal opinion that

thm pro'vmm is not su'huunh severe -
to bring results. .
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